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65423). Copies of the rule were mailed
by RAC staff to all RAC members and
alternates, the Raisin Bargaining
Association, handlers and dehydrators.
In addition, the rule was made available
through the Internet by the Office of the
Federal Register and USDA. That rule
provided for a 15-day comment period
that ended on January 3, 2002. One
comment was received.

The commenter opposed extending
the redemption deadline, expressing
concern with changing the rules to
accommodate a few producers while the
majority of producers were able to sell
their certificates by the December
deadline. The commenter, who is also a
handler, also expressed concern that the
extension would apply to producers
who had tried to negotiate a premium
price for their diversion certificates. The
commenter stated that, in such
instances, it released the producers from
their sales contract.

Similar concerns regarding producers
who tried to negotiate a premium price
for their diversion certificates with
handlers were raised at the RAC
meeting by RAC members as well.
However, other reasons were given at
the meeting as to why some producers
were having trouble selling their
certificates. As stated earlier in this rule,
the California raisin industry as a whole
is experiencing a severe economic
downturn. Two short crops in 1998 and
1999 along with other factors caused
producer prices to drop drastically for
the 2000 crop, marking the first time in
about 13 years that prices had fallen.
The value of handler inventories has
likewise fallen which has contributed to
handler difficulties in securing
financing to purchase diversion
certificates from producers. In addition,
some handlers do not need any more
raisins to meet their market needs. In
light of the unusual circumstances
currently facing the California raisin
industry, the majority of RAC members
favored extending the deadline until
January 18, 2002. The intent of the RDP
is to divert tonnage and reduce supplies,
while providing some compensation to
producers. Extending the deadline
resulted in redemption of all
certificates, thus helping to achieve the
program’s intent.

The commenter also expressed
concern that the RAC’s statistical report
regarding acquisitions of diversion
certificates did not appear to reconcile
with the RAC staff’s report on the status
of all diversion certificates. Such a
discrepancy would not adversely affect
this rulemaking, but may raise
compliance issues.

Accordingly, no changes will be made
to the rule, based on the comment
received.

A small business guide on complying
with fruit, vegetable, and specialty crop
marketing agreements and orders may
be viewed at: http://www.ams.usda.gov/
fv/moab.html. Any questions about the
compliance guide should be sent to Jay
Guerber at the previously mentioned
address in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section.

After consideration of all relevant
material presented, including the
information and recommendation
submitted by the RAC, the comment
received, and other available
information, it is hereby found that
finalizing this interim final rule, as
hereinafter set forth, will tend to
effectuate the declared policy of the Act.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 989

Grapes, Marketing agreements,
Raisins, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

PART 989—RAISINS PRODUCED
FROM GRAPES GROWN IN
CALIFORNIA

Accordingly, the interim final rule
amending 7 CFR part 989 which was
published at 66 FR 65423 on December
19, 2001, is adopted as a final rule
without change.

Dated: March 18, 2002.
A.J. Yates,
Administrator, Agricultural Marketing
Service.
[FR Doc. 02–7107 Filed 3–22–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–02–P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service

7 CFR Part 1219

[FV–01–706 FR Correction]

Hass Avocado Promotion, Research
and Information Order; Referendum
Procedures; Correction

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
Agriculture.
ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: This document corrects a
final rule that was published on
February 19, 2002 [67 FR 7261] by
publishing the correct Harmonized
Tariff Schedule number for Hass
avocados used to determine importer
eligibility to vote in the referendum.
The rule established referendum
procedures to be used in connection

with the Hass Avocado Promotion,
Research, and Information Order.
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 25, 2002.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Julie
A. Morin, Research and Promotion
Branch, FV, AMS, USDA, Stop 0244,
1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Room
2535 South Building, Washington, DC
20250–0244; telephone (202) 720–9915;
facsimile (202) 205–2800; or
julie.morin@usda.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The Department of Agriculture
(Department) published a final rule in
the Federal Register on February 19,
2002 [67 FR 7261], establishing
referendum procedures for the
referendum on the implementation of
the Hass Avocado Promotion, Research,
and Information Order [7 CFR Part
1219]. The proposed Order is authorized
under the Hass Avocado Promotion,
Research, and Information Act of 2000
[7 U.S.C. 7801–7813].

Need for Correction

As published, there was a
typographical error in the final rule. In
§ 1219.101(b) the definition of eligible
importer, the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule number identifying Hass
avocados is incorrect. Accordingly, this
correction document contains the
correct Hass avocado Harmonized Tariff
Schedule number.

Correction

FR Doc. 02–3796, published on
February 19, 2002 [67 FR 7261], is
corrected as follows:

§ 1219.101 [Corrected]

1. On page 7264, in the second
column, in the Definitions for Subpart
B—Referendum Procedures, section
number § 1219.101(b) is correctly
revised to read as follows:

(b) Eligible importer means any
person who imported Hass avocados
that are identified by the number
0804.40.00.10 in the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States for at least
one year prior to the referendum.
Importation occurs when Hass avocados
originating outside of the United States
are released from custody by the U.S.
Customs Service and introduced into
the stream of commerce in the United
States. Included are persons who hold
title to foreign-produced Hass avocados
immediately upon release by the U.S.
Customs Service, as well as any persons
who act on behalf of others, as agents or
brokers, to secure the release of Hass
avocados from the U.S. Customs Service
when such Hass avocados are entered or
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withdrawn for consumption in the
United States.

Dated: March 19, 2002.
A.J. Yates,
Administrator, Agricultural Marketing
Service.
[FR Doc. 02–7105 Filed 3–22–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–02–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 2000–CE–32–AD; Amendment
39–12683; AD 2002–06–06]

RIN 2120–AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Rockwell
Collins, Inc. TDR–94 and TDR–94D
Mode S Transponders

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that
applies to certain Rockwell Collins
TDR–94 and TDR–94D Mode S
transponders that derive altitude
information from a Gillham (gray code)
encoded pressure altitude source and
are installed on airplanes. This AD
requires you to have the unit modified
to prevent erroneous altitude reporting.
This AD is the result of reports that
erroneous altitude resolutions could
occur when the affected transponders
are utilized in areas with other airplanes
equipped with certain aircraft collision
avoidance system (ACAS) or traffic alert
and collision avoidance system (TCAS)
configurations. The actions specified by
this AD are intended to prevent these
erroneous altitude resolutions from
causing a reduction in the intended
ACAS or TCAS Change 7 separation
margins. Such a condition could result
in air traffic control or the pilot making
flight decisions that put the airplane in
unsafe flight conditions.
DATES: This AD becomes effective on
May 3, 2002.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of certain publications listed in the
regulations as of May 3, 2002.
ADDRESSES: You may get the service
information referenced in this AD from
Rockwell Collins Inc., Business and
Regional Systems, 400 Collins Road
Northeast, Cedar Rapids, Iowa 52498.
You may view this information at the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA),
Central Region, Office of the Regional

Counsel, Attention: Rules Docket No.
2000–CE–32–AD, 901 Locust, Room
506, Kansas City, Missouri 64106; or at
the Office of the Federal Register, 800
North Capitol Street, NW., suite 700,
Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Roger A. Souter, FAA, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), 1801 Airport
Road, Room 100, Wichita, Kansas
67209; telephone: (316) 946–4134;
facsimile: (316) 946–4407; e-mail:
roger.souter@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

What Events Have Caused This AD?
The FAA has received information

that erroneous altitude resolutions
could occur on certain Rockwell Collins
TDR–94 and TDR–94D Mode S
transponders installed in airplanes with
Gillham (gray code) encoded sources.
This information indicates that these
transponders are utilized in areas with
other airplanes equipped with certain
aircraft collision avoidance system
(ACAS) or traffic alert and collision
avoidance system (TCAS)
configurations. In these situations, the
transponders could receive incorrect
TCAS resolution advisories. This could
result in a reduction in the intended
ACAS or TCAS Change 7 minimum
separation margins.

Gillham altitude sources have a 100-
foot resolution. The affected
transponder will set the altitude
resolution status to indicate a 25-foot
resolution when connected to a Gillham
altitude source. For those units that
have digital sources of altitude
information, the altitude resolution
status is set correctly.

These Rockwell Collins TDR–94 and
TDR–94D Mode S transponders could
be installed on, but not limited to, the
following airplanes:
—Aerospatiale ATR42 series airplanes;
—deHavilland DHC–7 and DHC–8 series

airplanes; and
—Short Brothers Models SD3–60 and

SD3–60 SHERPA airplanes.

What Is the Potential Impact if FAA
Took No Action?

As described above, such erroneous
altitude resolutions could cause a
reduction in the intended ACAS or
TCAS Change 7 separation margins and
result in air traffic control or the pilot
making flight decisions that put the
airplane in unsafe flight conditions.

Has FAA Taken Any Action to This
Point?

We issued a proposal to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations

(14 CFR part 39) to include an AD that
would apply to certain Rockwell Collins
TDR–94 and TDR–94D Mode S
transponders that derive altitude
information from a Gillham (gray code)
encoded pressure altitude source and
are installed on airplanes. This proposal
was published in the Federal Register
as a notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM) on November 5, 2001 (66 FR
55898). The NPRM proposed to require
you to have the actions of Rockwell
Collins Service Bulletin No. 17 (TDR–
94/94D–34–17), dated February 8, 1999,
incorporated on any affected Mode S
transponder that is installed on a type-
certificated airplane where Gillham
pressure altitude encoding sources are
used.

Was the Public Invited To Comment?

The FAA encouraged interested
persons to participate in the making of
this amendment. The following presents
the comments received on the proposal
and FAA’s response to each comment:

Comment Issue No. 1: Add Revision 1
of Service Bulletin 17 as an Acceptable
Method of Compliance

What Is the Commenter’s Concern?

A commenter states that Rockwell
Collins Service Bulletin No. 17 (TDR–
94/94D–34–17), Revision No. 1, dated
May 15, 2000, should be included as an
acceptable method of compliance. The
commenter states that the only change
revision 1 makes to the original service
bulletin is in the Material Information.

What Is FAA’s Response to the Concern?

The FAA concurs that Revision 1 of
the service bulletin should be included
as an acceptable method of compliance
with this AD. We will incorporate this
bulletin into the AD.

Comment Issue No. 2: Add Another
Service Bulletin as an Acceptable
Method of Compliance

What Is the Commenter’s Concern?

The commenter states that Rockwell
Collins Service Bulletin 20 (TDR–94/
94D–34–20), Revision 1, dated May 2,
2001, should also be included as an
acceptable method of compliance with
this AD. Service Bulletin 20 allows
modification of TDR–94 and TDR–94D
Mode S Transponders from the –004 or
–005 status to the –006 status. Service
Bulletin 20 includes all –005 status
functionality required in Service
Bulletin 17.

What Is FAA’s Response to the Concern?

The FAA concurs that Rockwell
Collins Service Bulletin 20 (TDR–94/
94D–34–20), Revision 1, dated May 2,
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